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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-6, 9-12, 15, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being anticipated by 
Bruno et al. (US 6,020,915) in view of Fenton et al. (US 5,619,555). 

3. In regards to claim 1, Bruno discloses a virtual private communications network (VPCN) 
comprising: 

a. a communications server (figure 1.135; column 4 lines 47-61); 

b. at least one communications trunk connecting said communications server to a 
public telephone network (1.1 18-120 and 1.30); 

c. a remotely connected device communicating with said communications server, 
said remotely connected device acting as a locally connected digital telephone (1.38; 
column 5 lines 50-59); and 

d. a remote telephone located in the vicinity of said remotely connected device, 
telephonic communications being provided to and from said remote telephone in 
cooperation with said communications server (1.136; column 5 lines 17-23, 50-59). 
Bruno does not teach the remotely connected device controls the remote telephone. 
Fenton teaches controlling a remote telephone by a remote device in column 5 lines 4-10. 

The remote device issues commands to the server. Without the commands the server will do 
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nothing and therefore it can be concluded that the remote device controls the remote telephones 
by commanding and controlling the actions of the server. The remote device of Fenton acts as a 
locally connected digital telephone. A remote device may act as a locally connected digital 
phone when it uses a connection, such as LAN or PSTN, to connect to a server and an interface, 
such as TAPI, to access features of the server. Fenton 5 s remote device connects to the server 
using a LAN, PSTN or other modem connection (fig. 1.14; col. 5 lines 1-3) and uses an interface, 
which is analogous to TAPI to access features of the server (col. 5 lines 25-64). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to control the remote 
telephones taught by Bruno with the GUI and remote devices taught by Fenton because the GUI 
provides numerous additional functions (Fenton col. 3 lines 4-36), which is desired by Bruno 
(col. 2 lines 20-22). 

4. In regards to claim 2, Bruno and Fenton disclose a VPCN as in claim 1 further 
comprising: a plurality of digital telephones connected to said communications server (1.101- 
104; column 3 lines 46-64). 

5. In regards to claim 3, Bruno and Fenton disclose a VPCN as in claim 1 wherein said 
remotely connected device is a web enabled device connected over the Internet (column 5 line 
20; column 8 lines 18-20), said VPCN further comprising: a web server connected to said 
communications server and the Internet (figure 3.301; 3.306; column 8 lines 22-25, 36-37, 42-44, 
57-63). 

6. In regards to claim 4, Bruno and Fenton disclose a VPCN as in claim 3 wherein said web 
enabled device is a personal computer (PC) (column 5 line 20; column 8 lines 18-20). 
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7. In regards to claim 5, Bruno and Fenton disclose a VPCN as in claim 4 wherein said PC 
includes a modem connecting said PC to the Internet (column 5 line 20 indicates the PC is 
connected with a modem). 

8. In regards to claim 6, Bruno and Fenton disclose a VPCN as in claim 1 wherein said 
communications server is a PBX server. Fenton column 4 lines 65 - column 5 line 3 discloses 
that both the remote telephone and remote device are connected through a PBX. Therefore, the 
central server must be a PBX server in order to communicate over the PBX networks. 

9. In regards to claim 9, Bruno discloses a virtual private communications network (VPCN) 
comprising: 

e. a communications server (figure 1.135; column 4 lines 47-61); 

f. a web server connected to said communications server and the Internet (figure 
3.301; 3.306; column 8 lines 22-25, 36-37, 42-44, 57-63); 

g. a plurality of digital telephones connected to said communications server (1.101- 
104; column 3 lines 46-64); 

h. at least one communications trunk connecting said communications server to a 
public telephone network (1.1 18-120 and 1.30); 

i. a remotely connected web enabled devices communicating with said 
communications server, said remotely connected devices each acting as a locally 
connected digital telephone (1.38; column 5 lines 20, 50-59; column 8 lines 18-20); and 
j. a remote telephone located in the vicinity of each of said remotely connected web 
enabled devices, telephonic communications being provided to said digital telephones 
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from remote telephones in cooperation with said communications server (1.136; column 
5 lines 17-23, 50-59). 

Bruno does not disclose a plurality of remotely connected web enabled devices. Bruno 
does not teach the remotely connected web enabled device controls the remote telephone. Bruno 
does not disclose the remote telephones simultaneously communicating with the digital 
telephones and receiving commands from the web enabled devices. 

Fenton teaches controlling a remote telephone by a remote device in column 5 lines 4-10. 
The remote device issues commands to the server. Without the commands the server will do 
nothing and therefore it can be concluded that the remote device controls the remote telephones 
by commanding and controlling the actions of the server. The remote device of Fenton acts as a 
locally connected digital telephone. A remote device may act as a locally connected digital 
phone when it uses a connection, such as LAN or PSTN, to connect to a server and an interface, 
such as TAPI, to access features of the server. Fenton' s remote device connects to the server 
using a LAN, PSTN or other modem connection (fig. 1.14; col. 5 lines 1-3) and uses an interface, 
which is analogous to TAPI to access features of the server (col. 5 lines 25-64). Figure 9 of 
Fenton discloses that the GUI continues to issue controlling commands as the conference 
between the remote telephones and the digital telephones continues. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to control the remote 
telephones taught by Bruno with the GUI and remote devices taught by Fenton because the GUI 
provides numerous additional functions (Fenton col. 3 lines 4-36), which is desired by Bruno 
(col. 2 lines 20-22). 
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The fully equipped endpbints taught by Bruno require a telephone, PC, and video camera. 
It is well known by those in the art that a telephone and PC are common equipment owned by a 
vast majority of people. It is also well known that a PC equipped with a video camera, on the 
other hand, is a more specialized piece of equipment owned by comparably few people. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to allow a plurality of 
the remotely connected enabled devices to be connected to the conferences taught by Bruno, 
because many people do not own a multimedia endpoint (voice, video, and data). 

10. Claim 10 is rejected upon the same grounds as claim 4. 

11. In regards to claim 1 1 , Bruno discloses a VPCN as in claim 1 0 wherein at least one PC 
includes a modem connecting to the Internet (column 5 line 20 indicates the PC is connected 
with a modem), said at least one PC being connected to the web server over the Internet (figure 3 
shows the PC 138 is connected to both servers 306 and 301 through the Internet 304). 

12. Claim 12 is rejected upon the same grounds as claim 6. 

13. In regards to claim 1 5, Bruno discloses a method for communicating with a private 
communications network, said method comprising the steps of: a) connecting a remotely located 
web enabled device to a communications server (figure 1 shows the remote device 138 
connected to the communication server 135 through line 130); and b) initiating calls at the 
communications server from and to a remote telephone in the vicinity of said remotely located 
web enabled device (column 5 lines 50-63 describe the method for establishing a data exchange 
call that is initiated and controlled by the remote device). 

Bruno does not teach the remotely connected web enabled device initiating and 
controlling the remote telephone. 
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Fenton teaches initiating a call and controlling a remote telephone by a remote device in 
column 5 lines 4-10. The remote device issues commands to the server. Without the commands 
the server will do nothing and therefore it can be concluded that the remote device controls the 
remote telephones by commanding and controlling the actions of the server. The remote device 
of Fenton acts as a locally connected digital telephone. A remote device may act as a locally 
connected digital phone when it uses a connection, such as LAN or PSTN, to connect to a server 
and an interface, such as TAPI, to access features of the server. Fenton' s remote device connects 
to the server using a LAN, PSTN or other modem connection (fig. 1.14; col. 5 lines 1-3) and uses 
an interface, which is analogous to TAPI to access features of the server (col. 5 lines 25-64). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to control the remote 
telephones taught by Bruno with the GUI and remote devices taught by Fenton because the GUI 
provides numerous additional functions (Fenton col. 3 lines 4-36), which is desired by Bruno 
(col. 2 lines 20-22). 

14. In regards to claim 16, Bruno and Fenton disclose a method as in claim 15 wherein the 
step (a) of connecting the remotely located web enabled device comprises the steps of: i) calling 
an Internet service provider; ii) negotiating a modem connection with said Internet service 
provider; and iii) connecting to a web server connected to said communications server, (These 
steps are inherent for connecting to the Internet using a modem and 56 kbps line (disclosed 
column 4 line 4)) calls to said remote telephone being controlled by said web enabled device in 
real time (figs. 4, 7, and 9 of Fenton illustrate the control steps of the GUI which are executed in 
real time). 
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15. Claims 7, 8, 13, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bruno et al. (US 6,020,915) in view of Fenton et al. (US 5,619,555) further in view of Weinstein 

' etal. (US 2001/0026609). 

16. In regards to claims 7 and 13, Bruno and Fenton disclose a VPCN as in claims 1 or 9, but 
not wherein said remotely connected device is a wireless access protocol (WAP) device 
connected over the Internet. 

Weinstein discloses a WAP device connected to the Internet in paragraph 8 on page 1. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Bruno's remote 
call placement system to include WAP enable devices because doing so would eliminate the 
need for a computer to act as the remotely connected device. A computer, even a laptop model, 
is more cumbersome to carry around and more expensive. Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the 
art would find it obvious to use a smaller, less expensive device in remote and therefore mobile 
environments. 

17. In regards to claims 8 and 14, Bruno, Fenton, and Weinstein disclose a VPCN as in 
claims 7 or 13 wherein said WAP is a personal digital assistant (PDA) with a wireless connection 
to the Internet. Paragraph 8 on page 1 discloses an Internet connected PDA. It does not 
explicitly disclose that the PDA uses WAP, but WAP was developed in order to connect PDAs 
to the Internet and therefore the PDA is inherently WAP-enabled. 

Response to A rguments 

18. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., full 
functionality, i.e. access to all communication server features [see p. 7 lines 6-14 of the 
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arguments]) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light 
of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

19. Applicant argues that Fenton cannot teach remote telephones controlled by remote 
devices because the remote telephones are not directly connected with the remote devices. 
However, the claims do not require such direct connection. Additionally, Fenton states in 
column 5 lines 4-10 that controlling commands are issued by the remote device and then passed 
to the remote telephones through the server. 

20. The GUI of Fenton allows the remote device access to a feature of the communications 
server. Whether or not the remote device and remote telephone have access to all 
communication features, they do have access to at least one feature. Therefore the remote device 
must be acting in the capacity of a digital telephone. 

21 . Applicant's argument that Bruno does not teach control of the remote telephone by the 
remote device is persuasive. Bruno discloses in column 5 lines 32-35 and column 6 lines 12-15 
that the server issues the commands. There is no indication that the server is directed to issue the 
commands by the remote device. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kerri M. Rose whose telephone number is (571) 272-0542. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday, 7:00 am - 4:30 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chau Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-3126. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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